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would counterbalance the gain from tho increased number
of leaves, but as precisely the same objections apply to the
Committee's scheme, wo shall have a few words to say on this
later on.

The above scheme, as we say, might be adopted by Govern-
ment without any extra expense and if the no loss, no gain
principle is a sine qua non> it is the best and fairest they can
adopt but it still leaves unrcdressed the crying grievance that
no man can attain this more favourable leave till ho has gone
through three years' leave at the cruel sacrifice both of money and
prospects, which furlough at present involves. This grievance
cannot, as we say, be redressed without injustice to others, except
in a most intricate and tortuous manner, unless Government
are prepared to sanction some extra expense to protect tho
interests of those whom the change would otherwise injure.

But surely there cannot be the slightest doubt, no less fro*n
the general aspect of the case, than from tho liberal attitude
assumed by the Secretary of State, that it is prepared to incur
this expense. Here is a Service, every member of which has
suffered greatly owing to the general rise of prices during late
years, while, instead of their salaries being raised, they have been
reduced by the loss of many good appointments, which Govern-
ment has found it expedient to alienate, or su]3prcss; the
junior members of which, especially the men of five years' stand-
ing and under, have suffered cruelly, owing to the introduction
of the sub divisional system ; and now, when an admitted grie-
vance in the Furlough requires redressing, is it to be believed
that the Government will grudge the slight increase of expcii-
diture which the Eules redressing it will cost, unless the boon
is to be conceded to those who can best afford pecuniary loss
at the cost of those who can least well afford it.

In this spirit then we proceed to examine the financial
effects of the scheme upon the Service generally. It must bo
remembered that we have most carefully abstained hitherto from
saying a word against the Committee's proposals, except on the
understanding that they are to cost the State nothing. The State
has accepted their general principles generally, that is to say,
without any criticism of the very general calculations made
by the Committee. What, if after all the carrying out of those
principles, does not prove a loss to the juniors, but does call upon
the State to meet part of the expenses involved in the boon
conceded to the seniors ? Very erroneous and exaggerated state-
ments as to the effect of the rules have been put forward,
even the writer of the articles in the Englishman committed the